Et. 12, Frederick, 

5/24/77 


fcd. 21701 


Xr. *ene Kilaoc, FOIA/PA Coordinator 
CU 

Washington, D.C. 20505 


Dear Kr. Wilson# 

I have just finished going over Batch D of tha JF£ reiaasM* While I do not believe 
the Agency will receptive to a<.y sug^otiona I do have one in particular: tho now 
Director night well have a natW^ncy person in his trust go over these things end tell 
him whether or not there was ever any reason to withheld thocu 

If there mbs any serious Agency interest in knowing what others sight take of it from 
this having these records exanined by a good analyst charged with the responsibility for 
a oases of bus panting the Agency night give it ao te understanci of t e degree to 
whfchh it yoeo to attract sunt&oion to itself and its actives and a possible past. 

I personalise one aspect. lou have a proper request fro* ao for any and all records 
on no going back to 1971. Tou have not oocpUed. lou have not acted finally on an np.esl 
long overdue. Aaide fron suggesting that tho Agency would prefer stalling until a court 
ends its stalling and ia in deliberate ilitow n i violation of the law those records 
contain direct and indirect reference to m« that havo not been provided ao * are quite 
obviously not complete# 

Also oerscnal# you have rolaaaed and approved for release lon^ ago a r oord that should 
have bean provided in oennectlm with ay C.a. 75-1448. A t d«Os with defectors and within 
tl» tiaa fraco of what ia at issue in that case. It was declassified prior to the delivery 
of what was delivorod in that case. *et it was not given to tie or to the Court. 


lou have not provided bo with a copy of the Oswald 201 record that was the subject 
of a recent “ational Enquirer story, lids suggests a disinfontational intent, whether 
or not there was such an intent. What did happen could have been predicted giv«n the 
record of those who Bade tha use. 


Then there la such cutsnsssi idles in the so-called aunitiaing attributing your 
souroe dringuier to tho FBI. Or the vital mwttrt noed to neot the Assnoy** statutory 
obligations of which * have heard ao often by withholding to now Its copy of the 
Executive Order establ.shiRg the Warren CoEu-ieaion. 


has anyone in authority stopped to ask what the reaction would be if a Congressional 
ooeudLtteu were to axanine the copies of articles sent certain stations and bases on tho 
JTC and the CouEission and sane of its c/rltios? How could the Ag*ay re- 
spond if asked if it did not propagandize its own people rather than infonsing fbe 

Agency sent 1U own people what it knew to be past cere rldiculousneae, not Barely fao.unl 
inaocuracios. and then told ita own people to use this with their contacts ana aseeta 
and oven offlolalift of other govttxtjnuntB# 


Would anyone there care to transpose this to tba present and to this country, say 
to the taking of an Agency ooployee's word in a court of law? 

Tti the light of this and ouch sore I return to ny own requests. I want to know vh» 
1 can expect to hear further about ay peraoual-files request and ay requests for special 
subjects. The confusion in which you contrive these releases Bakes ay pursuit of the 
subject roquestn essential in ay work. I have been patient in the hope y~>u would cone 
to recognize the Acts ao relating to you. I do not want to file any unnecessary cauea. 

I therefore hops you will glvax r.e a aeaningful and unevasivo response. 


31noer*ly, 


^arold Welsh? rg 


